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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 

The examiner acknowledges the amendments made to claims 1, 14, 16 and 21. 
Claims 26-35 have been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1,2,5,6,10,11,15-17,19-22,24 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Mayeroff (US 6,186,894) in view of Giobbi et al. 
(US 6,155,925). 

Regarding claim 1,16 and 21, Mayeroff teaches a base game that is 
operable upon a wager wherein the wager comprises multiple components. One 
component of the wager is the amount of credits, money, etc that are wagered upon 
each payline, and a second component is how many paylines are selected to be 
wagered upon (5:60 - 6:4). Mayeroff also discloses that the bonus game is triggered 
upon the first component exceeding a threshold and achieving a designated outcome in 
the base game. In order for a player to become eligible to even receive a bonus game 
they must first wager upon at least one payline. Thus the base game inherently 
operates upon wager thresholds. If the player does not wager at least some monetary 
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or credit amount on at least one payline then the player would not be eligible for the 
bonus game or primary game for that matter. Mayeroff also discloses a bonus meter 
that tracks how many spins of the bonus reels the player is awarded (7:30 - 37). Thus 
the bonus game meter is dependent on the number of paylines that the player chose to 
wager upon (i.e. the second component). Mayeroff also discloses that the bonus meter 
could be based upon the amount of credits that have been wagered upon a payline 
(7:38 - 42). Mayeroff discloses an award generation event in that the player is awarded 
free spins or plays in accordance with the bonus spin meter. Thus, when entering the 
bonus game the player would receive the bonus spins. 

Mayeroff does not specifically disclose that the bonus meter is displayed in the 
bonus game. Giobbi et al. discloses a bonus game for a gaming machine with the 
payout percentage varying as a function of the wager made on the primary game 
(abstract). In figure 5, a meter is displayed in the bonus game that is changeable based 
on the second component of the wager in the base game after the bonus game is 
triggered. In this particular example of the bonus game, the player's wager in the 
primary game was 45 credits. The player was awarded a bonus outcome of 10 times 
the wagered amount, and the bonus meter was changed to display 450 paid credits 
after the bonus game had been triggered. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Mayeroff and Giobbi due to their analogous 
inventions, namely bonus games whose payouts are dependent upon a wager 
component made by a player in a primary wagering game. One would have been 



Application/Control Number: 10/660,077 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3714 

motivated to combine the bonus game winning display meter of Giobbi with the free spin 
tracking meter of Mayeroff in order to display to the player their standing with respect to 
winnings in the bonus game event. 

Regarding claims 2, 10, 17, 19, 22 24, Meyeroff discloses that the free spin 
meter is affected linearly based upon the amount of credits or paylines wagered (5:60 - 
6:4). 

Regarding claim 5 and 6, Meyeroff teaches a base game that is operable upon a 
wager wherejn the wager comprises multiple components. One component of the wager 
is the amount of credits, money, etc that are wagered upon each payline, and a second 
component is how many paylines are selected to be wagered upon (5:60 - 6:4). Thus 
regardless of which component is termed the "first" and "second" component, it can be 
seen that Meyeroff anticipates the variable components. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Meyeroff discloses that bonus meter is a free spin meter. 
Thus the player is awarded a predetermined number of spins in accordance with the 
number of credits bet or the number of payline played (5:60 - 6:4). 

Regarding claims 15, 20 and 25, Meyeroff does not disclose a game machine 
that offers different bonus games in accordance with various wagering thresholds. 
Giobbi however discloses multiple bonus games in accordance with various wagering 
thresholds. Specifically, a processor (26) that controls the primary game and enables a 
plurality of different wagers to be made on the primary game (Abstract Figure 2, Column 
2, lines 34-47, Column 4, lines 38-47, Column 5, lines 52-64, and Claims 1 and 14), 
and a plurality of bonus games (Processor (26) selects one of the pay schedules having 
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different game outcomes corresponding to a predetermined wager amount such as 1-5, 
6-10, 11-15, 16-20, and 2 1-25 credits each having a payout percent per credit that 
successively increases as a wager increases. Thus, the pay schedules each 
corresponding to a range of credits wagered shown in Figures 6a-6e represent a 
plurality of bonus games) controlled by the processor including a first bonus game 
having a first average payout per credit wagered triggered upon the occurrence of a first 
bonus game trigger symbol or symbol combination when a first wager has been made 
by the player in the primary game and a second different bonus game having a second 
average payout per credit wagered triggered upon the occurrence of a second bonus 
game trigger symbol or symbol combination when a second wager has been made by 
the player in the primary game, wherein the first wager and second wager are different, 
and the first average payout and the second average payout are different, and first 
bonus game trigger symbol or symbol combination and the second bonus game trigger 
symbol combination are different (Abstract Figures 6a-e, 8a-8e, 9a-9g, Column 2, lines 
34-47, Column 4, lines 12-20, Column 5, lines 51-64, Column 6, line 22-Column 9, line 
57, and Claims 1-27). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Meyeroff in view of 
Giobbi to provide multiple bonus games that are playable in accordance with various 
wager thresholds. This would enhance the excitement of the player because they 
would not always have to wager max lines or make a max bet to receive a bonus game 
upon the occurrence of a trigger event. 
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Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Meyeroff (US 6,186,894) in view of Giobbi et al. (US 6,155,925) as applied above 
and further in view of Itkis (US 4,856,787). 

Regarding claim 3, Meyeroff discloses a slot machine that plays a base game, 
but does not specifically disclose that the base game is selected from a group 
consisting of: slot, poker, keno and blackjack. However Itkis disclose a base game that 
is selectable from a group consisting of: blackjack, keno and poker (Itkis Abstract). 

One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to modify Meyeroff in view of 
Itkis for the purpose of providing many games to players in order to not restrict a 
player's freedom of choice and limit the services provided by the casinos (Itkis 1 :36 - 
38). 

Claims 4, 18 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Meyeroff (US 6,186,894) in view Giobbi et al. (US 6,155,925) and 
further in view of Brune et al. (US 5,851,148). 

Regarding claim 4, 18 and 23, Meyeroff does not disclose a bonus meter that 
remains unchanged upon a player cashing out of a game. Brune et al discloses a 
bonus meter that offers a progressive jackpot. The progressive jackpot is a jackpot that 
is won if the bonus play is won. Thus a player can cashout of a game whenever he 
chooses to do so and the progressive award will remain unaffected. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to modify Peterson in 
view of Brune et al. to provide a bonus meter that is not affected by a player cashing out 
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of the game. A player is more likely to play again for this type of jackpot if the jackpot 
does not change or reset upon players cashing out. 

Claims 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Meyeroff (US 6,186,894) in view Giobbi et al. (US 6,155,925) and further in 
view of Moody (US 5,823,873). 

Regarding claims 7 and 8, Meyeroff teaches a base game that is operable 
upon a wager wherein the wager comprises multiple variable components. (5:60 - 6:4). 
One component of the wager is the amount of credits, money, etc that are wagered 
upon each payline, and a second component is how many paylines are selected to be 
wagered upon (5:60 - 6:4). Thus Meyeroff discloses a component that is based upon a 
wager played per hand or game. Meyeroff, however, does not disclose that the first 
component of a wager is a number of hands or games played. Moody discloses a 
multihand video poker game wherein the player is dealt multiple hands of cards and the 
player makes multiple wagers on the hands of cards. Thus the player's wager 
comprises a component relating to the number of hands played and another component 
relating to the wager placed upon each hand (Moody 6:30 -33, 60 - 63). 

One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to combine the 
teachings of Meyeroff in view of Moody to provide a game that consists of multiple 
hands of cards wherein the components of a players wager is based upon the wager on 
each hand and the number of hands of cards played. By making a bonus game or 
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award dependent on the number of games or hands played promotes player loyalty in 
that the player is rewarded for playing numerous games on the machine. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Meyeroff (us 6,186,894) in view of Giobbi et al. (US 6,155,925) and further in view 
Schneider et al (US 6,089,976). 

Regarding claim 9, Meyeroff a first component that is a maximum threshold 
amount. Schneider et al. discloses a primary game wherein the player is able to qualify 
and play a bonus game if they wager a maximum amount of credits and obtain a 
winning outcome (Schneider 3:21 - 31). Thus, Schneider discloses a maximum 
threshold component that must be wagered for a player to qualify for a bonus game. 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Meyeroff in view of 
Schneider et al for the purpose of providing a game wherein the player must make the 
maximum bet to be eligible for a bonus event. This ensures that the game operators 
remain profitable, while still awarding a player further games that enable them to win 
larger payouts. 

Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Meyeroff (US 6,186,894) in view of Giobbi et al. (US 6,155,925) and further in view 
Sunaga (US 6,106,393). 

Regarding claim 14, Meyeroff does not disclose the determination of a game 
outcome prior to the play of the base game by the player. Sunaga discloses a game 
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machine that determines at the beginning of a game, a plurality of game result 
conditions and then selects a particular game result condition (Sunaga 2:17 - 51). 
Sunaga discloses that the game machine is able to select a plurality of random numbers 
that represent game outcomes for multiple future games (Sunaga 10: 36 - 42). 

One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to modify Meyeroff in view of 
Sunaga et al for the purpose of predetermining the outcomes of games that are being 
played. By predetermining the outcomes the game operators can make sure that they 
remain profitable by not awarding an excess of payouts for game outcomes that win. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed June 21, 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicant's argument that Mayeroff does not disclose a meter in the bonus game 
which is changeable based on the second component of the wager in the base game 
after the bonus game is triggered is not persuasive. As stated by the applicant on P. 12 
of the arguments, the meter tracking the number of bonus spins changes depending on 
the number of bonus spins available to a player. However, because the number of 
bonus spins is initially determined by the second wagering component, i.e. the number 
of lines wagered on by a player, and the number of remaining spins is determined in 
part by the number of initial spins, the changes made to the bonus meter are in fact 
based on the second wagering component of the base game. 
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Applicant's argument that Mayeroff does not disclose a meter which is displayed 
in the bonus game is moot in view of the new grounds of rejection, necessitated by 
amendment. Additionally, the Giobbi references discloses a meter displayed in the 
bonus game which is changeable based on a wagering component in the base game 
after the bonus game is triggered, as described in the above rejection, wherein in this 
instance the wagering component utilized is the amount wagered. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Meagan Thomasson whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2080. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 830-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Pezzuto can be reached on (571) 272-6788. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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